
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



THE TEACHING OF NESTORIUS 297 

version was made early in the fifth, or even in the fourth, century, probably 
from an Old Latin copy. The Scholia of Cyril of Alexandria on the 
Incarnation are also included in this volume, in Armenian (once before pub- 
lished, 1 711) with an English translation. 

The lack of both index and table of contents greatly impairs the use- 
fulness of this book, and subjects all who use it to no little annoyance, 
especially by reason of the intricate arrangement of its varied contents. 

Edgar J. Goodspeed 
The University or Chicago 



THE TEACHING OF NESTORIUS IN THE LIGHT OF RECENT 

RESEARCH 

That Nestorius was condemned for political and personal reasons and 
not on account of his heretical opinions has for some time been the judg- 
ment of church historians. This conclusion, based upon the results of the 
study of the uncritical and inadequate collections of his literary remains is 
placed beyond question by the work of the two men whose books are the 
subject of this review. While making a fresh study of Nestorius for the 
fourth edition of his well-known Dogmengeschichte, Professor Loofs was 
impressed with the great need of a critical edition of the writings of Nestorius 
that have come down to us. In his Nestoriana 1 he offers us a first attempt 
from the point of view of modern scholarship at a critical reconstruction of 
the text, the work of Gamier in the seventeenth century in no sense satisfy- 
ing the conditions of a modern edition of the text. Those at all familiar 
with the cautious and exacting scholarship of Professor Loofs will not be 
deceived by the modesty of the man in offering this work as tentative, and 
inviting the criticism and co-operation of scholars in this field to carry 
it on to a more satisfactory text, but will accept and use the work with the 
greatest confidence. 

Aside from the Syriac version of the Bazaar of Heraclides which came 
to light too recently to be used by Loofs, although he is acquainted with 
its general contents, no single sermon, letter, or treatise of Nestorius has 
come down to us except in the form of quotations in the writings of his 
opponents or under the protection of some more orthodox writer. Loofs 
himself has been fortunate enough to discover a sermon of Nestorius, the 
only one preserved intact, in a volume of sermons of St. Chrysostom. Hai- 

1 Nestoriana — Die Fragmente des Nestorius gesammelt, untersucht und heraus- 
gegeben von Dr. Friedrich Loofs, mit Beitragen von Stanley A. Cook, M.A., und 
Dr. Georg Kampffmeyer. Halle: Niemeyer, 1905. 407 pages. M. 15. 
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dacher, the Roman Catholic scholar, came to this same result independently 
of Loofs in 1905. 

The second work 2 is not without its ecclesiastical interest, the promotion 
of closer relations, and even intercommunion, between the Church of 
England and the so-called "Nestorian" church. While this does not in 
the least diminish the scholarly merits of the book, we can see that it is with 
unconcealed pleasure that the writer reaches the conclusion that "Nestorius 
was not 'Nestorian.'" It is to Loofs that he owes his inspiration in the 
investigation. The Nestoriana led him to a careful examination of Nes- 
torius' literary remains, and called his attention to the existence of the Bazaar 
of Heraclides. Having procured a copy of a translation of this work, he 
found the results of his own previous studies confirmed. It is an apology 
from the hand of Nestorius written just before his death and giving the 
history of the controversy down to the Council of Chalcedon. Nothing 
could be more graphic than the account which he gives of the Council of 
Ephesus and of the whole controversy. Cyril, he declares, was "accuser 
and emperor and judge." 

And so I was summoned by Cyril, who assembled the synod, and by Cyril, 
who was its head. Who is judge? Cyril. And who the accuser? Cyril. 
Who the bishop of Rome ? Cyril. Cyril was everything. 

Misrepresented, misunderstood, his sayings garbled by Cyril, he was 
condemned and expelled from his office. He did not hold the belief 
commonly attributed to him that in Jesus Christ two persons, the person 
of a God and the person of a man, were mechanically joined together, so 
that there were really two Sons and two Christs. He says that if he held 
the views attributed to him he would condemn himself; he declares repeat- 
edly that Leo and Flavian and he held the very same opinion; and he 
welcomed the proceedings of the Council of Chalcedon as a final triumph 
for the faith for which he had contended. The conclusion to which 
Bethune-Baker comes is 

that the ideas, for which Nestorius in common with the whole school of Antioch 
contended, really won the day, as regards the doctrinal definitions of the church; 
though Nestorius himself was sacrificed to "save the face" of the Alexandrines. 
.... The views against which Nestorius protested would have robbed us alto- 
gether of the historical Christ of the Gospels The possibility of an ethical 

valuation of his human life and experiences was in a large measure saved by the 
stand the Nestorians made; for the church of the West, though all its doctrinal 

3 Nestorius and His Teaching, a fresh examination of the evidence by J. F. Bethune- 
Baker, B.D., with special reference to the newly recovered Apology of Nestorius 
(The Bazaar 0} Heraclides). Cambridge; University Press, 1908. 232 pages. $s. 6d. 
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traditions linked it to them, was, as we have seen, by a strange political accident, 
arrayed for the moment against them. That the Son of God should continue to 
be the Lord of human life we owe to Nestorius. 

Harry L. Taylor 
Boston 



GRUTZMACHER'S LIFE OF JEROME 

After six years of investigation, Griitzmacher has completed a biography 
of Jerome that promises to remain a standard of reference for decades. 
The only noteworthy change in method adopted in the concluding volume 
is a more extensive use of recent literature. 1 The year a. d. 400 is assigned 
as the cut for the third volume. The material is grouped under two 
headings, the Origenistic controversy and thence to a. d. 420, the year of 
Jerome's decease. 

There is an incisive and surprisingly impartial analysis of the various 
phases of the movement that necessarily terminated in the condemnation 
of Origen. Jerome came to regard himself as a pioneer of orthodoxy. His 
ardent admiration of Origen as exegete and theologian degenerated into a 
cruel exultation in being able to aid in nailing the main father of his former 
and subsequent exegetical work to the cross of heresy. The condemnation 
of Origen and the bitter quarrel with Rufinus did not end Jerome's torture. 
Augustine, Vigilantius, and Pelagius were yet to be encountered, and amid 
all the enmity Jerome's colorlessness as a theologian is ever conspicuous. 

During the last two decades of his life, Jerome's exegetical interest 
centered in the Psalms and the prophets. He continued to draw upon 
Origen for allegorical interpretation and upon Hebrew scholars for historical 
exegesis. His work on the Psalms is meager and superficial. The com- 
mentary on the minor prophets is little more than a compilation. No 
attempt is made to account for the Aramaic portion of Daniel. A pre-exilic 
Isaiah is the author of the entire book that bears his name, not even except- 
ing chaps. 36-39. One of Jerome's best exegetical deliverances is his 
commentary on Ezekiel. In his Jeremiah, Jerome approaches most nearly 
to a historical interpretation, but mars his work by venomous ridicule of 
Origen. 

A few criticisms need to be made. The year a. d. 400 is an unfortunate 
choice for the cut of the third volume. The year of the publication of De 
viris illustribus, a. d. 392, is one of the few fixed dates in the life of Jerome 

1 Hieronymus: Eine biograpkische Studie zur alien Kirchengeschichte. Von 
Georg Griitzmacher. I, Leipzig, 1901, viii + 298 pages; II, Berlin, 1906, viii + 270 
pages; III, Berlin, Trowitzsch, 1908, viii + 293 pages. M. 20. For a review of the 
two previous volumes, see this Journal, April, 1907. 



